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Foreword 


United  States  consumption  of  paper  currently  stands  at  640  pounds 
per  person  annually  and  this  rate  will  no  doubt  increase  if  the 
Nation's  economy  booms.  The  pulp  and  paper  industry  is  approach- 
ing a  crisis  similar  to  that  of  the  oil  industry,  because  they  have 
expanded  the  capacity  of  their  existing  facilities  to  the  limit  and 
must  now  get  on  with  the  job  of  building  new  ones.  The  Northeast 
has  been  particularly  hard  put  because  many  of  its  older  facilities 
were  deemed  detrimental  to  the  environment  and  were  shut  down. 

A  major  challenge  that  faces  the  industry  is  to  determine  the  best 
means  of  catching  up  with  and  satisfying  increased  future  demand, 
while  at  the  same  time  assuring  an  adequate  return  on  the  huge 
capital  investment  that  will  be  needed.  The  rising  cost  of  raw  mate- 
rials has  become  an  important  consideration  in  studying  the  feas- 
ibility of  constructing  new  facilities.  Such  long-term  solutions  as 
expanding  forest  productivity  by  planting  superior  trees,  fertilizing 
high-potential  stands,  and  reclaiming  submarginal  farmlands  for 
forestry  do  not  provide  the  solution  to  today's  wood  shortages. 

The  short-term  solution  that  now  seems  most  promising  is  the  im- 
provement of  wood  yield  by  pulping  whole  trees.  Total-tree  chipping 
boosts  wood  harvesting  productivity  and  improves  the  per-acre  fiber 
yield  because  the  branchwood,  topwood,  bark,  and  leaves  are  re- 
covered as  well  as  the  stemwood.  In  addition,  fiber  can  be  recovered 
from  trees  that  in  the  past  would  have  been  considered  too  small  or 
too  rough  to  utilize,  because  such  trees  now  are  chipped  at  the  har- 
vesting site. 

Several  total-tree  harvesters  were  operating  in  the  Northeast  in 
1973.  One  such  harvester  (see  cover  picture)  was  chipping  mixed 
hardwoods  in  an  Ohio  land-clearing  operation  and  selling  the  chips 
to  a  nearby  kraft  pulpmill.  Spokesmen  at  the  mill  say  that  the 
monetary  loss  from  a  decrease  in  pulp  yield  and  an  increase  in  the 
chemicals  used  can  be  more  than  offset  by  lower  costs  from  automated 
harvesting  and  chip  handling. 
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Background 

XhIS  ANNUAL  REPORT  is  based  on  a 
canvass  of  all  pulpmills  in  the  Northeast  that 
use  wood— either  roundwood  or  plant  residues 
—as  a  basic  raw  material  for  a  variety  of  prod- 
ucts. Cross-boundary  shipments  were  traced 
by  exchanging  information  with  neighboring 
experiment  stations  that  conduct  similar  can- 
vasses. Mills  that  use  pulpwood  as  a  raw  mate- 
rial in  producing  insulation  board  and  hard- 
board  were  also  included  in  the  canvass. 

The  statistics  for  production  from  round- 
wood  reported  in  this  bulletin  are  based  upon 
mill  receipts,  which  are  subject  to  fluctuations 
caused  by  uneven  wood-inventory  buildups  or 
liquidations  from  year  to  year.  The  plant  resi- 
dues are  received  at  the  pulpmill  mostly  in 
chip  form.  Origins  of  mill  receipts  of  pulpwood 
from  roundwood  are  reported  by  county  where 
harvested.  However,  pulpwood  from  plant  resi- 
due can  be  traced  only  to  the  state  where  it 
was  produced;  some  of  the  logs  from  which  the 
residue  came  were  probably  harvested  in 
states  other  than  the  one  in  which  they  were 
processed. 


Pulpwood  Production 
Sets  New  Record 

The  7,545,400  cords  of  pulpwood  produced 
in  the  14  northeastern  states  (Connecticut, 
Delaware,  Kentucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massa- 
chusetts, New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Ver- 
mont, and  West  Virginia)  in  1973  represented 
an  increase  of  29  percent  over  the  5,871,500 
cords  reported  in  1972,  and  13  percent  over 
the  previous  record  harvest  of  6,649,500  cords 
reported  in  1970. 

The  increase  was  due  to  sharp  rises  in  pro- 
duction of  both  softwood  and  hardwood 
roundwood  and  of  hardwood  chip  production 
from  plant  residues  (fig.  1).  Softwood  chip 
production  was  up  also,  but  not  as  dramati- 
cally as  the  other  segments  of  pulpwood  pro- 
duction. Woodyard  inventories  have  recovered 
from  their  low  1972  levels,  and  most  north- 
eastern pulpmills  are  operating  at  or  near  ca- 
pacity. Several  companies  are  now  accepting 
total  tree  chips  when  woodyard  inventories 


are  low.  One  hardwood  kraft  producer  re- 
ported that  30  percent  of  last  year's  receipts 
came  from  total  tree  chips. 

Roundwood  pulpwood  production  from 
hardwoods  was  greater  than  that  of  soft- 
woods; it  accounted  for  54  percent  of  the  total 
harvest  in  1973.  Total  production  of  chips 
from  plant  residues  increased  234,600  cord 
equivalents  over  1972.  Hardwoods  accounted 
for  58  percent  of  all  pulpwood  produced  in 
1973,  up  from  55  percent  in  1972. 

Receipts  of  pulpwood  at  woodpulp  mills  in 
the  Northeast  totaled  8,257,100  cords  in  1973. 
These  receipts  included  wood  harvested  in  the 
Northeast  and  pulpwood  imported  from  other 
regions.  Hardwood  receipts  exceeded  those  of 
softwoods  by  1,169,700  cords.  Total  receipts 
exceeded  total  production  by  711,700  cords 
(table  2). 

Five  of  the  14  states  (Connecticut,  Dela- 
ware, Massachusetts,  Vermont,  and  West  Vir- 
ginia) produced  more  wood  than  they  re- 
ceived. Delaware,  Massachusetts,  and  West 

Figure  I. — Pulpwood  production  for  all  states, 
by  years  and  sources  of  wood. 
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Virginia  had  no  operating  woodpulp  mills. 
Vermont  and  Connecticut  each  had  one.  Pulp- 
wood  receipts  at  Kentucky  woodpulp  mills 
continued  to  be  outstanding;  they  increased 
63  percent  above  the  535,600  cords  that  were 
received  in  1972.  Other  states  that  registered 
significant  increases  in  1973  receipts  over  1972 
included  Maine  (up  24  percent),  Pennsylvania 
(up  49  percent),  and  Ohio  (up  29  percent). 

In  previous  years,  a  portion  of  the  north- 
eastern requirement  for  softwood  pulpwood 
was  satisfied  by  shipments  of  Canadian  pulp- 
wood  into  the  Northeast.  This  trend  has  been 
changing  as  more  southern  pulpwood  has  been 
finding  its  way  into  northern  woodyards.  In 
1973,  more  than  half  of  the  round  softwood 
shipments  into  the  Northeast  came  from 
southern  states.  Also,  for  the  first  time,  im- 
ports of  hardwood  roundwood  exceeded  im- 
ports of  softwoods. 


Production  from  Roundwood 
Jumps  32  Percent 

The  production  of  pulpwood  from  round- 
wood  increased  1,439,300  cords— a  32  percent 
increase  over  1972.  The  5,992,000  cords  of 
roundwood  produced  in  1973  represents  the 
highest  production  level  attained  since  the  an- 
nual production  surveys  were  initiated  in  the 
Northeast  in  1963. 

The  1973  pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  was  up  from  1972  in  11  of  the  14  states. 
Only  Connecticut,  Delaware,  and  New  Jersey 
reported  production  decreases.  Production  in- 
creases of  30  percent  or  more  were  recorded  in 
Kentucky,  Maine,  Pennsylvania,  and  West 
Virginia 

Twenty  Counties  Top 
SO-Thousand-Cord  Mark 

Twenty  counties  in  six  states  produced 
more  than  50,000  cords  of  pulpwood  from 
roundwood  in  1973.  This  number  represents  an 
increase  of  7  counties  over  the  1972  level  and 
equals  the  previous  record  that  was  set  in 
1967.  The  3.8  million  cords  of  roundwood  har- 
vested from  these  counties  represents  63  per- 
cent of  the  total  roundwood  harvest  in  the 
Northeast. 


A  West  Virginia  county  exceeded  the 
50,000-cord  level  for  the  first  time  since  1967, 
and  Pennsylvania  counties  were  represented 
for  the  first  time  since  1969.  Counties  that 
produced  more  than  50,000  cords  of  pulpwood 
from  roundwood  in  1973,  and  their  production 
totals,  are: 


County 

"Pmri  iictinti 

\L  1 t\J  UOU/ LIjL  LUi  U-O  / 

Aroostook,  Maine 

b4y.o 

Piscataquis,  Maine 

COO  Q 

Sommerset,  Maine 

cai  n 

501. b 

Penobscot,  Maine 

Washington,  Maine 

6 1 1.1 

Coos,  New  Hampshire 

1Q8  7 

Ac/O.  i 

Oxford,  Maine 

185.4 

Franklin.  Maine 

123.1 

Clearfield,  Pennsylvania 

86.3 

Susquehanna,  Pennsylvania 

85.4 

Hancock,  Maine 

83.2 

Lycoming,  Pennsylvania 

82.0 

Clinton,  Pennsylvania 

81.5 

Monroe,  West  Virginia 

71.0 

Essex,  Vermont 

68.5 

Androscoggin,  Maine 

68.3 

Center,  Pennsylvania 

65.2 

St.  Lawrence,  New  York 

57.2 

Essex,  New  York 

56.8 

Franklin,  New  York 

53.4 

Roundwood  Harvest  as  Related 
to  Growing-Stock  Inventory 

Although  figures  3,  4,  and  5  show  the  total 
roundwood  harvest  by  production  class  and 
county  in  the  Northeast,  these  figures  do  not 
relate  the  volume  harvested  to  the  volume  of 
growing-stock  trees  that  are  actually  present. 
Growing-stock  volume  is  net  volume  in  cubic 
feet  of  sound  live  trees  of  commercial  species 
that  are  5.0  inches  dbh  or  larger,  from  a  1-foot 
stump  to  a  minimum  4.0-inch  top  diameter 
outside  bark  of  the  central  bole,  or  to  the 
point  where  the  bole  breaks  into  limbs.  The 
growing-stock  volumes  by  species  group  and 
states  that  are  used  for  making  this  compari- 
son are  based  on  those  compiled  for  the  1970 
National  Timber  Review. 

The  following  tabulation  of  harvesting  in- 
tensity shows  the  volume  of  growing  stock 
present  per  unit  harvested,  by  state  and  spe- 
cies group— in  thousand  cubic  feet  of  growing 
stock  present  for  each  cord  of  pulpwood  har- 
vested in  1972: 


2 


State 


Maryland  5.0 

Delaware  6.8 

Maine  6.9 

West  Virginia  &9 


Northeast  average  10.1 


Rhode  Island  12.4 

New  Jersey  15.1 

Kentucky  18.3 

New  York  22.3 

Vermont  23.6 

Ohio  25.8 

Connecticut  44.7 

Massachusetts  50.0 

Pennsylvania  51.5 

New  Hampshire  53.1 


Hard- 
wood 


Maine  6.5 

New  Hampshire  12.8 

Ohio  15.5 

Pennsylvania  19.9 


Northeast  average  22.4 


New  York  28.0 

Vermont  31.6 

Maryland  36.3 

Kentucky  40.3 

Rhode  Island  60.2 

Delaware  70.2 

West  Virginia  73.0 

Connecticut  428.3 

Massachusetts  590.0 

New  Jersey  1,343.7 


Sol1-  State 
wood 


The  states  have  been  ranked  (from  top 
down)  from  the  state  in  which  the  roundwood 
harvest  was  most  intensive  to  the  state  in 
which  the  harvest  was  the  least  intensive. 
These  rankings  and  the  regional  averages 
should  not  be  viewed  as  an  index  or  standard 
for  harvesting,  but  simply  as  a  means  of  di- 
recting individuals  engaged  in  pulpwood  pro- 
curement from  several  alternative  areas  to- 
ward the  most  promising  one. 

For  each  cord  of  pulpwood  harvested  in  the 
Northeast  in  1973,  there  were  10,000  cubic 
feet  of  softwood  growing  stock  and  22,400 
cubic  feet  of  hardwood  growing  stock.  The 
softwood  harvest  was  more  intensive  than  the 
regional  average  in  Maryland,  Delaware, 
Maine,  and  West  Virginia.  The  hardwood  har- 
vest was  more  intensive  than  the  regional  av- 
erage in  Maine,  New  Hampshire,  Ohio,  and 
Pennsylvania.  Harvesting  intensity  was  rela- 
tively low  in  the  urbanizing  states  of  the 
Northeast,  such  as  Massachusetts,  Connecti- 
cut, and  New  Jersey. 


Wood  Chip  Production 
Increases  18  Percent 

The  production  of  wood  chips  from  plant 
residues  for  pulpwood  increased  18  percent 
over  the  1,318,800  cord  equivalents  produced 
in  1972.  This  increase  was  attributable  mostly 
to  high  primary  wood-manufacturing  rates  in 
the  Northeast,  which  in  turn  generated  larger 
quantities  of  coarse  plant  residues. 

Pulpwood  chip  production  by  states  in  1972 
and  1973  are  compared  as  follows: 


1972 
( thousand 

1973 
( thousand 

Change 
(per- 
cent) 

cord 

cord 

equivalents) 

equivalents  ) 

Connecticut 

0.5 

1.8 

(a) 

Delaware 

1.1 

1.0 

-9 

Kentucky 

156.7 

230.3 

+47 

Maine 

290.4 

314.5 

+8 

Maryland 

114.9 

101.5 

-12 

Massachusetts 

13.0 

30.7 

(a) 

New  Hampshire 

110.7 

105.2 

-5 

New  Jersey 

1.8 

5.7 

(a) 

New  York 

135.5 

160.9 

+  19 

Ohio 

94.1 

145.2 

+54 

Pennsylvania 

222.3 

243.1 

+9 

Rhode  Island 

1.7 

1.7 

(b) 

Vermont 

31.1 

52.9 

+70 

West  Virginia 

145.0 

158.9 

+  10 

Total 

1,318.8 

1,553.4 

+18 

"  More  than  100  percent. 
b  No  change. 

Chip  production  was  up  in  10  states.  Con- 
necticut, Massachusetts,  and  New  Jersey 
showed  the  highest  percentage  gains  (more 
than  100  percent),  and  Kentucky  showed  the 
highest  absolute  volume  gain  (73,600  cord 
equivalents).  The  1973  production  of  chips 
from  plant  residues  accounted  for  21  percent 
of  the  northeastern  pulpwood  production 
total.  This  represented  a  drop  of  almost  2  per- 
centage points  from  1972,  because  of  the  sharp 
increases  in  round  pulpwood  output  in  1973. 

Hardwood  chip  production  from  plant  resi- 
dues rose  21  percent,  while  softwood  chip  pro- 
duction rose  only  11  percent.  Chip  production 
for  both  hardwoods  and  softwoods  in  1973 
stand  at  all-time  record  levels. 
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Tabular  Data 


Table  1.— Total  production  of  pulpwood  in  the 
Northeast,  by  source  and  state,  1973.  (In 
thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  2.— Total  production  and  receipts  of 
pulpwood  in  the  Northeast,  by  state  and 
species  group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough 
cords) 

Table  3.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  the  Northeast,  by  state  and  species 
group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  4.— Pulpwood  chip  production  from 
plant  residues  in  the  Northeast,  by  state 
and  species  group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of 
rough  cord  equivalents) 

Table  5.— Pulpwood  receipts  from  roundwood 
in  the  Northeast,  by  state  and  species 
group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  6.— Pulpwood  chip  receipts  from  plant 
residues  in  the  Northeast,  by  state  and  spe- 
cies group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough 
cord  equivalents) 

Table  7.— Pulpwood  from  roundwood  received 
from  states  outside  the  Northeast,  by  state 
(or  province)  of  origin  and  species  group, 
1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords). 

Table  8.— Pulpwood  chip  receipts  from  wood- 
using  plants  outside  the  Northeast,  by  state 
(or  province)  of  origin  and  species  group, 
1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cord  equiva- 
lents) 


Table  9.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  the  Northeast,  by  state  and  species 
group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  10.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  by  state  and 
county  and  species  group,  1973.  (In  thou- 
sands of  rough  cords) 

Table  11.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Southern  New  England,  by  state 
and  county  and  species  group,  1973.  (In 
thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  12.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Northern  New  England,  by  state 
and  county  and  species  group,  1973.  (In 
thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  13.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  New  York,  by  county  and  species 
group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  14.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Pennsylvania,  by  county  and  spe- 
cies group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough 
cords) 

Table  15.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  New  Jer- 
sey, by  state  and  county  and  species  group, 
1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough  cords) 

Table  16.— Pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  West  Virginia,  by  county  and  spe- 
cies group,  1973.  (In  thousands  of  rough 
cords) 
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Table  1. — Total  production  of  pulpwood  in  the  Northeast, 
by  source  and  state,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords]1 


Source 


State  From  From  From 

roundwood       plant  residues       all  sources 


Connecticut 

9.0 

1.8 

10.8 

Dpi  a  wa  rp 

1  -r  K.  1 CL  VV  (III 

40.0 

1.0 

41  0 

Kentucky 

230.7 

230^3 

461.0 

Maine 

3,140.7 

314.5 

3,455.2 

Maryland 

175.6 

101.5 

277.1 

Massachusetts 

18.7 

30.7 

49.4 

New  Hampshire 

230.7 

105.2 

335.9 

New  Jersey 

26.6 

5.7 

32.3 

New  York 

476.8 

160.9 

637.7 

Ohio 

269.4 

145.2 

414.6 

Pennsylvania 

969.5 

243.1 

1,212.6 

Rhode  Island 

5.7 

1.7 

7.4 

Vermont 

140.4 

52.9 

193.3 

West  Virginia 

258.2 

158.9 

417.1 

All  states 

5,992.0 

1,553.4 

7,545.4 

1  128  cubic  feet  of  wood,  bark,  and  air  space. 


Table  2. — Total  production  and  receipts  of  pulpwood  in  the  Northeast,  by  state 

and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Total  production  Total  receipts  Production 


State 

Softwood 

Hardwood 

Softwood 

Hardwood 

surplus  (+) 
or  deficit  (  — ) 

Connecticut 

5.3 

5.5 

(D) 

(D) 

+  (D) 

Delaware 

33.9 

7.1 

+41.0 

Kentucky 

43.3 

417.7 

178.0 

693.8 

-410.8 

Maine 

2,376.8 

1,078.4 

2,591.6 

1,069.0 

-205.4 

Maryland 

155.4 

121.7 

119.1 

308.3 

-150.3 

Massachusetts 

31.6 

17.8 

+49.4 

New  Hampshire 

128.3 

207.6 

110.3 

404.8 

-179.2 

New  Jersey 

28.6 

3.7 

51.5 

13.7 

-32.9 

New  York 

173.5 

464.2 

258.3 

484.0 

-104.6 

Ohio 

7.9 

406.7 

10.5 

552.8 

-148.7 

Pennsylvania 

46.0 

1,166.6 

184.3 

1,173.8 

-145.5 

Rhode  Island 

1.8 

5.6 

(D) 

(D) 

-(D) 

Vermont 

82.0 

111.3 

(D) 

(D) 

+  (D) 

West  Virginia 

81.7 

335.4 

+417.1 

All  states 

3,196.1 

4,349.3 

3,543.7 

4,713.4 

-711.7 

(D)  Data  withheld  to  avoid  disclosure  for  individual  mills. 
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Table  7. — Pulpwood  from  roundwood  received  from  states  outside  the 
Northeast,  by  state  (or  province)  or  origin  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Receiving 
state1 

State  or  province 

Total 

Total 

All 

of  origin 

softwood 

hardwood 

species 

Kentucky   

Illinois 

0.2 

9.8 

10.0 

Indiana 

— 

18.8 

18.8 

Minnesota 

— 

2.2 

2.2 

Mississippi 

128.3 

243.7 

372.0 

Missouri 

1.1 

32.9 

34.0 

Tennessee 

9.2 

8.9 

18.1 

Maine   

New  Brunswick 

141.2 

44.1 

185.3 

Quebec 

It 

2.0 

2.1 

Maryland   

Virginia 

35.4 

14.8 

50.2 

New  Hampshire 

Quebec 

1.2 

60.5 

61.7 

New  York   

Michigan 

(*) 

(*) 

Ontario 

1.9 

101 

1Z.1 

Quebec 

3.9 

3.9 

Ohio   

Alabama 

2.3 

2.3 

Indiana 

6.1 

6.1 

Michigan 

14.7 

14.7 

Virginia 

(*) 

(*) 

Wisconsin 

3.0 

3.0 

Pennsylvania   

..  .Virginia 

40.0 

10.9 

50.9 

Vermont   

.  Quebec 

3.6 

3.6 

All  states 

366.1 

484.9 

851.0 

1  States  with  no  receipts  are  omitted. 
*  Less  than  50  cords. 


Table  8. — Pulpwood  chip  receipts  from  wood-using  plants  outside  the 
Northeast,  by  state  (or  province)  or  origin  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cord  equivalents] 


Receiving 
state1 

State  or  province 
of  origin 

Total 
softwood 

Total 
hardwood 

All 

species 

Kentucky   

Alabama 

2.6 

2.6 

Arkansas 

2.5 

2.5 

Illinois 

19.6 

19.6 

Indiana 

26.5 

26.5 

Mississippi 

39.2 

20.7 

59.9 

Missouri 

38.7 

38.7 

Tennessee 

48.5 

48.5 

Maine   

 New  Brunswick 

14.7 

.7 

15.4 

Quebec 

50.2 

1.8 

52.0 

Maryland   

 Virginia 

4.3 

3.3 

7.6 

New  Hampshire 

...  Quebec 

6.9 

13.7 

20.6 

New  Jersey   

 Virginia 

3.5 

1.0 

4.5 

New  York  

Ontario 

31.1 

31.1 

Quebec 

1.0 

.8 

1.8 

South  Carolina 

(*) 

(*) 

Ohio   

 Indiana 

.6 

1.8 

2.4 

Michigan 

.5 

.5 

Tennessee 

2.0 

2.0 

Virginia 

.4 

1.3 

1.7 

Pennsylvania   

Virginia 

9.2 

15.0 

24.2 

All  states 

130.0 

232.1 

362.1 

1  States  with  no  receipts  are  omitted. 
(*)  Less  than  50  cord  equivalents. 
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Figure  3. — Geographic  pattern  of 
pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  by 
county  and  species  group,  1973. 


Table  10. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  Kentucky  and  Ohio,  by  state  and  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood  Hardwood 


Spruce      Hemlock  Aspen  and    Oak  n,,  411 

County1  and  and  Pine  Total         yellow-       and  w^L.,      Total  er£~LB 

fir         tamarack  poplar     hickory        hardwoods  species 


KENTUCKY 


Ballard 

3.3 

10.9 

7.6 

21.8 

21.8 

Bath 

2.8 

2.8 

2.2 

6.9 

1.9 

11.0 

13.8 

Boyd 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 

Breathitt 

.1 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.1 

.4 

.5 

Breckinridge 

3.0 

1.4 

4.4 

4.4 

Butler 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 

Calloway 

.1 

.3 

1.5 

1.9 

1.9 

Carlisle 

.5 

1.6 

1.1 

3.2 

3.2 

Carter 

2.9 

2.9 

1.9 

8.8 

3.5 

14.2 

17.1 

Casey 

2.0 

1.0 

3.0 

3.0 

Clay 

.2 

(*> 

.2 

.2 

Clinton 

2.8 

.1 

2.9 

2.9 

Daviess 

3.6 

1.6 

5.2 

5.2 

Elliott 

.1 

.1 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

Fleming 

.1 

.1 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

Fulton 

.3 

.9 

.8 

2.0 

2.0 

Graves 

.9 

3.2 

2.4 

6.5 

6.5 

Grayson 

1.8 

.8 

2.6 

2.6 

Greenup 

3.6 

3.6 

1.9 

6.4 

1.8 

10.1 

13.7 

Hancock 

4.2 

1.9 

6.1 

6.1 

Hardin 

1.1 

.5 

1.6 

1.6 

Henderson 

2.9 

1.3 

4.2 

4.2 

Hickman 

.5 

1.6 

1.3 

3.4 

3.4 

Jackson 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Laurel 

4.9 

4.9 

(*) 

2.6 

1.0 

3.6 

8.5 

Lawrence 

.6 

.6 

.4 

1.2 

.3 

1.9 

2.5 

Lee 

.6 

.6 

.3 

1.1 

.3 

1.7 

2.3 

Lewis 

2.1 

2.1 

4.7 

17.9 

5.8 

28.4 

30.5 

Livingston 

.1 

.1 

.1 

McCracken 

.5 

1.5 

1.1 

3.1 

3.1 

McCreary 

3.3 

3.3 

1.8 

1.7 

3.5 

6.8 

Marshall 

.1 

.1 

.1 

Meade 

.3 

.1 

.4 

.4 

Menifee 

3.6 

3.6 

1.1 

3.5 

.9 

5.5 

9.1 

CONTINUED 
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Table  lO.-Continued 

Softwood  Hardwood 


County 

Spruce 
and 
nr 

Hemlock 

and 
tamarack 

Pine 

lotal 

Aspen  and 
yellow- 
poplar 

Uak 
ana 
hickory 

Other 
hardwoods 

Total 

All 

species 

rVT  rt  n  t  pthyi  p  rv 
-M*  uiif,'  'lilt  i  y 

2 

.2 

.2 

.5 

.1 

.8 

1.0 

iviui  gciii 

2.1 

2J 

.3 

.8 

.2 

1.3 

3.4 

Nelson 

.2 

.1 

.3 

.3 

Ohio 

14.5 

6^7 

21.2 

2L2 

OwqI  pv 

vy  WOlCj 

2 

2 

(*) 

2 

(*) 

2 

4 

Powell 

— 

— 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*') 

Pulaski 

— 

— 

.3 

.3 

.4 

.4 

.7 

Rowan 

l.U 

l.U 

1  A 

y.u 

o  o 
z.u 

Union 

.i 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

Wayne 

.6 

.6 

.6 

Whitley 

4.8 

4.8 

3.6 

3.0 

6.6 

11.4 

Wolfe 

.1 

.1 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

Total 

34.0 

34.0 

20.6 

121.4 

54.7 

196.7 

230.7 

OHIO 


Adams 

Ashland 

Athens 

Belmont 

Brown 

Butler 

Carroll 

Clark 

Clermont 

Clinton 

Coshocton 

Delaware 

Erie 

Fairfield 

Gallia 

Greene 

Guernsey 

Hamilton 

Harrison 

Highland 

Hocking 

Holmes 

Huron 

Jackson 

Knox 

Lawrence 

Licking 

Lorain 

Lucas 

Meigs 

Monroe 

Montgomery 

Morrow 

Muskingum 

Noble 

Perry 

Pickaway 

Pike 

Preble 

Richland 

Ross 

Scioto 

Seneca 

Shelby 

Stark 

Tuscarawas 

Vinton 

Warren 

Washington 

Wayne 

Wyandot 

Total 


0.3 


0.3 


0.1 


3.5 


3.6 


.4 
(*) 


.4 
(*) 


.2 


0.1 


4.7 


4.8 


0.3 

7.0 

0.9 

8.2 

8.2 



1.3 

.7 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 

5.2 

3.0 

10.2 

10.5 



(*) 



(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.3 

.3 

.7 

.7 



.2 

.2 

.4 

.4 



.7 



.7 

.7 

.3 

.8 

.5 

1.6 

1.6 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 

.1 

1.0 

.9 

2.0 

2.0 

14.9 

14.9 

14.9 



(*) 



(*) 

(*) 

.4 

.4 

.8 

.8 

.1 

.4 

.2 

.7 

.7 

.7 

5.4 

1.5 

7.6 

11.2 

.1 

.4 

.3 

.8 

.8 



9.7 

9.7 

9.7 



.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 



.6 

.6 

.6 

.1 

3.2 

2.4 

5.7 

5.7 

3.9 

10.0 

5.8 

19.7 

19.7 

2.0 

2.0 

2.0 



.4 

.4 

.8 

.8 

2.3 

13.2 

6.9 

22.4 

22.8 

.2 

4.4 

.4 

5.0 

5.0 

1  7 

79 

4  9 

14  5 

14  5 

.3 

7^0 

!5 

7^8 

7^8 

.2 

.2 

.4 

.4 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 

.2 

.4 

.2 

.8 

.9 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.2 

.2 

.4 

.4 

.1 

.1 

.1 

8.9 

8.9 

9.1 

.4 

.4 

.4 

.8 

4.3 

1.2 

6.3 

6.3 

1.7 

4.3 

2.6 

8.6 

8.6 

13.2 

5.8 

21.1 

21.2 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

2.9 

11.6 

4.6 

19.1 

19.1 

2.4 

13.5 

4.5 

20.4 

20.5 

.2 

.3 

.5 

.5 

.2 

.4 

.2 

.8 

.8 

.4 

.4 

.4 

2.2 

2.2 

2.2 

5.6 

19.4 

8.5 

33.5 

33.5 

.3 

.3 

.6 

.6 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.4 

.2 

.7 

.7 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

28.3 

177.0 

59.3 

264.6 

269.4 

1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
*  Less  than  50  cords. 
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PRODUCTION 
BY  COUNTIES,  IN  CORDS 


50  OR  LESS 
50  TO  5,000 
5,000  TO  20,000 
20,000  TO  35,000 
35,000  TO  50,000 
50,000  OR  MORE 


Figure  4. — Geographic  pattern  of 
pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  the  New  England  States, 
1973. 


Table  I  I. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  Southern  New  England,  by  state  and  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


County1 


Softwood 


Hardwood 


Spruce  Hemlock 
and  and 
fir  tamarack 


Pine 


Total 


Aspen  and  Oak 
yellow-  and 
poplar  hickory 


Other 
hardwoods 


Total 


All 

species 


Hartford 

Litchfield 

Middlesex 

New  Haven 

New  London 

Tolland 

Windham 

Total 


CONNECTICUT 

1.2  1.2 

.2  .2 

.1  .1 

1.4  1.4 

.4  .4 

.2  .2 

1.6  1.6 


0.3 
.1 
1.4 


5.1 


5.1 


1.8 


0.4 
.2 
1.5 


2.1 


0.7 

.3 
2.9 


3.9 


1.2 
.2 
.1 

1.4 

1.1 
.5 

4.5 


9.0 


Barnstable 
Bristol 
Plymouth 
Worcester 

Total 


MASSACHUSETTS 

1.2  1.2  — 

2.6  2.6  — 

10.5  10.5 

1.1  1.1  — 


0.7 
.9 


15.4 


15.4 


1.6 


0.8 
.9 


1.7 


1.5 
1.8 


3.3 


1.2 
4.1 
12.3 
1.1 


18.7 


Kent 

Providence 
Washington 

Total 


RHODE  ISLAND 

0.4  0.4 
.8  .8 
.4  .4 


1.1 
.5 
.4 


1.6 


1.6 


2.0 


1.1 
.6 
.4 


2.1 


2.2 
1.1 


4.1 


2.6 
1.9 
1.2 


5.7 


1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
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Table  12. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  Northern  New  England,  by  state  and  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood  Hardwood 


Spruce       Hemlock  Aspen  and    Oak  n,,  A1] 

County1  and  and  Pine  Total         yellow-       and  kQwi,„^L        Total  . 

fir         tamarack  poplar     hickory        hardwoods  species 


MAINE 


Androscoggin 

2  7 

4.0 

13  5 

20.2 

32.3 

0  6 

15  2 

48  1 

oo.o 

Aroostook 

515.9 

50.0 

(*) 

565.9 

3.1 

80!8 

83.9 

649.8 

Cumberland 

2.8 

2.9 

16.5 

22.2 

.9 

23.5 

24.4 

46.6 

Franklin 

32.2 

4.5 

4.1 

40.8 

4.2 

2.9 

75.2 

82.3 

123.1 

Hancock 

29.0 

18.0 

2.7 

49.7 

.2 

1.2 

32.1 

33.5 

83.2 

Kennebec 

4.2 

6.1 

13.7 

24.0 

.3 

.9 

24.1 

25.3 

49.3 

Knox 

6.4 

3.4 

6.1 

15.9 

(*) 

.6 

9.7 

10.3 

26.2 

Lincoln 

4.0 

4.5 

9.2 

17.7 

(*) 

.6 

16.8 

17.4 

35.1 

Oxford 

24.7 

13.2 

16.1 

54.0 

4.2 

4.7 

122.5 

131.4 

185.4 

Penobscot 

150.6 

60.7 

19.3 

230.6 

31.5 

4.3 

111.6 

147.4 

378.0 

Piscataquis 

425.0 

15.2 

2.1 

442.3 

9.1 

3.0 

77.9 

90.0 

532.3 

Sagadahoc 

2.3 

3.2 

6.0 

11.5 

(*) 

.4 

7.1 

7.5 

19.0 

Somerset 

358.8 

12.9 

4.7 

376.4 

5.4 

4.4 

115.4 

125.2 

501.6 

Waldo 

11.1 

4.1 

8.9 

24.1 

1.7 

.8 

19.7 

22.2 

46.3 

Washington 

198.6 

31.2 

7.1 

236.9 

35.2 

3.7 

95.3 

134.2 

371.1 

York 

.2 

.9 

12.4 

13.5 

.4 

11.5 

11.9 

25.4 

Total 

1,768.5 

234.8 

142.4 

2,145.7 

124.1 

32.5 

838.4 

995.0 

3,140.7 

NEW  HAMPSHIRE 


Carroll 

1.1 

0.8 

0.7 

2.6 

0.4 

(*) 

14.9 

15.3 

17.9 

Coos 

44.2 

3.1 

1.1 

48.4 

14.2 

0.7 

135.4 

150.3 

198.7 

Grafton 

1.6 

.3 

1.0 

2.9 

1.0 

.4 

8.3 

9.7 

12.6 

Hillsboro 

(*) 

(*) 

.2 

.2 

.4 

.4 

Rockingham 

.7 

.7 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.9 

Strafford 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.2 

.2 

Sullivan 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Total 

46.9 

4.2 

3.5 

54.6 

15.6 

1.5 

159.0 

176.1 

230.7 

VERMONT 


Addison 

0.9 

0.1 

0.1 

1.1 

0.1 

0.1 

2.6 

2.8 

3.9 

Bennington 

(*) 

.4 

.6 

1.0 

5.2 

5.2 

6.2 

Caledonia 

2.2 

.6 

.8 

3.6 

.6 

(*> 

5.3 

5.9 

9.5 

Chittenden 

.1 

(*) 

.5 

.6 

.5 

.5 

1.1 

Essex 

24.0 

.9 

.1 

25.0 

3.8 

.2 

39.5 

43.5 

68.5 

Franklin 

.2 

(*) 

.2 

.1 

.1 

1.7 

1.9 

2.1 

Lamoille 

10.4 

.2 

.3 

10.9 

(*) 

.7 

.7 

11.6 

Orange 

2.1 

.3 

2.4 

.2 

.2 

2.6 

Orleans 

2.2 

.7 

.3 

3.2 

.9 

.1 

8.2 

9.2 

12.4 

Rutland 

2.2 

.5 

1.1 

3.8 

.2 

(*) 

1.5 

1.7 

5.5 

Washington 

.9 

.5 

1.4 

.1 

.1 

1.5 

Windham 

3.3 

.6 

3.9 

(*) 

.1 

2.4 

2.5 

6.4 

Windsor 

6.0 

.i 

.7 

6.8 

.7 

.1 

1.5 

2.3 

9.1 

Total 

54.5 

3.8 

5.6 

63.9 

7.2 

0.7 

68.6 

76.5 

140.4 

1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
*  Less  than  50  cords. 
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Figure  5. — Geographic  pattern  of 
pulpwood  production  from  round- 
wood  in  the  Middle  Atlantic 
States,  1973. 


Table  13. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  New  York  by  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood  Hardwood 


County1 

Spruce 
and 
fir 

Hemlock 

and 
tamarack 

Pine 

Total 

Aspen  and 
yellow- 
poplar 

Oak 
and 
hickory 

Other 
hardwoods 

Total 

All 
species 

Allegany 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

& 

Broome 

3.7 

3.7 

Cattaraugus 

0.3 

1.0 

1.3 

1.6 

2.2 

3.8 

5.1 

Chemung 

.5 

0.2 

.6 

1.3 

1.3 

Chenango 

3.8 

(*) 

3.8 

.9 

2.7 

5.8 

9.4 

13.2 

Clinton 

3.7 

.3 

2.2 

6.2 

2.3 

39.4 

41.7 

47.9 

Columbia 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Cortland 

1.9 

1.0 

2.9 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

2.9 

Delaware 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.5 

3.6 

4.2 

4.2 

Essex 

1.4 

3.8 

5.3 

10.5 

3.3 

43.0 

46.3 

56.8 

Franklin 

26.6 

.1 

2.3 

29.0 

1.8 

22.6 

24.4 

53.4 

Fulton 

(*) 

3.7 

1.0 

4.7 

.2 

13.3 

13.5 

18.2 

Genesee 

.2 

(*) 

.2 

.2 

Greene 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Hamilton 

3.4 

1.9 

.9 

6.2 

1.0 

28.0 

29.0 

35.2 

Herkimer 

4.4 

(*) 

.3 

4.7 

3.7 

3.7 

8.4 

Jefferson 

(*) 

2.0 

2.0 

1.8 

.8 

2.6 

4.6 

Lewis 

4.0 

1.9 

5.9 

3.3 

24.7 

28.0 

33.9 

Madison 

1.6 

1.6 

(*) 

(*) 

1.6 

Oneida 

.7 

1.1 

1.8 

.1 

7.1 

7.2 

9.0 

Onondaga 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Oswego 

(*) 

.9 

.9 

(*) 

.6 

.6 

1.5 

Otsego 

3.0 

4.0 

7.0 

.1 

.3 

.4 

7.4 

Rensselaer 

.2 

(*) 

1.7 

1.9 

.6 

1.9 

2.5 

4.4 

St.  Lawrence 

14.1 

1.8 

5.1 

21.0 

4.4 

31.8 

36.2 

57.2 

Saratoga 

1.1 

5.6 

11.1 

17.8 

1.9 

23.6 

25.5 

43.3 

Schoharie 

.7 

1.2 

1.9 

(*) 

(*) 

1.9 

Schuyler 

.3 

.3 

.3 

Sullivan 

.1 

.1 

.1 

Tioga 

.4 

.8 

1.7 

2.9 

2.9 

Tompkins 

.3 

1.2 

2.0 

3.5 

3.5 

Warren 

2.9 

5.5 

3.3 

11.7 

2.2 

23.0 

25.2 

36.9 

Washington 

.1 

1.9 

2.5 

4.5 

1.3 

12.0 

13.3 

17.8 

Total 

73.6 

24.9 

48.8 

147.3 

28.6 

5.4 

295.5 

329.5 

476.8 

*  Less  than  50  cords. 

1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
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Table  14. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  Pennsylvania,  by  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood  Hardwood 


Spruce 

Hemlock 

Aspen  and 

Oak 

Other 
hardwoods 

All 

species 

County 

and 
fir 

and 
tamarack 

Pine 

Total 

yellow- 
poplar 

and 
hickory 

Total 

0.4 

0.4 

1  7 

^  9 

K  R 

A  T*TY1  BT  T*l"*  n  Cf 

( * } 

K  ) 

x 

y  ) 

A 

.4 

.D 

jot  u  lorci 

0  7 

(j  .*± 

fi  1 

U.  X 

6.2 

1^4 

7  9 

9(J  8 

10  q 

i 

.  i 

1 

.  X 

9 

1 

.  1 

q 

.4 

Ell  aii> 

.3 

.4 

1.4 

6.3 

i  n  q 

18  fi 

1Q  0 

Bradford 

6.5 

in  ^ 

9^  4 

49  9 

49  9 

Bucks 

o 
.o 

9 

■O 

.o 

1.1 

1.1 

i  i 

X.  X 

Cambria 

o 

a 

•  O 

1  n 

x  .w 

\ 

1  R 

1  .D 

D.O 

8  9 

Q  9 

Cameron 

lO.U 

xo.u 

(*) 

/*\ 

V  / 

/*\ 

\  / 

Centre 

\j.  x 

Q 
.  o 

c 

.o 

1.2 

4.3 

9fi  n 

11  7 

(?4  n 

R^;  9 

Clarion 

(*\ 
\  ) 

1  1 

L.L 

1  1 
L.  1 

1  1 

x.X 

L^iearneia 

q 

.17 

1  Q 

X.I7 

9  8 

4.3 

94  n 

9 

8"^  ^ 

8R  1 
oo.o 

Q 

■O 

4 

3.6 

91  9 

»J17.0 

81  1 

81.5 

Columbia 

\  ) 

/*\ 

.4 

1.9 

2.8 

5.1 

5  1 

Crawford 

4  1 

4  3 

4  1 

Cumberland 

q 

.17 

q 

4  ^ 

1  P 

R  4 

7  1 

Dauphin 

— 

/*\ 
I  ) 

V.  ) 

.3 

1  ^ 

9  fi 

4  4 

4.4 

TT1L- 
EjIK 

4 

ou.o 

41  7 

41.7 

EuXlc 

3.8 

3.8 

3.8 

Fayette 

(*\ 
\  I 

(*\ 

.5 

q 

.  l7 

Q 

1.7 

17 

Forest 

/*\ 
I.  ^ 

9.0 

t7. \J 

9.0 

Franklin 

1  9 
X.Z 

1  9 

X.Z 

7  9 

o.D 

10  8 

19  0 

r  uiton 

K  ) 

9  4 

t*\ 
\  ) 

4  ^ 

4 

7  P 

f  .Z7 

10.3 

Greene 

K  ) 

Huntingdon 

.O 

17.J7 

2.1 

114 

1 1.4 

i  ^ 

29.0 

34.9 

Indiana 

.1 

2.2 

2.3 

^1 

\ 

7 

.9 

3.2 

Jefferson 

i 

•  x 

1 

.  X 

9 
■a 

A 
•*± 

9  1 

2.9 

3  0 

Juniata 

(*\ 

7 

7 

1  7 

7 

2.4 

3.1 

Lackawanna 

1.7 

R  4 

in  q 

XV7.  t7 

19.0 

19.0 

Lancaster 

\  ) 

\  ) 

Q 
.o 

.4 

[4 

Lawrence 

(J 

\  ) 

/*\ 
v  ^ 

Lebanon 

l  ) 

\  ) 

{*\ 
\  ) 

X^UZt 1  I  It 

i 

.  i 

1 

.  X 

1.5 

6.8 

10.9 

19.2 

19.3 

Lycoming 

\  ) 

o 
.0 

Q 
•  o 

V7.0 

"iO  1 
OU.  1 

4*1  1 

*Tt7.0 

81  7 

OX.  I 

82.0 

McKean 

Q  7 
O.  1 

98  4 
zo.4 

19  1 

OZ.  X 

32.1 

Mercer 

■O 

■tj 

.5 

ivinnin 

\  ) 

.1 

1 

(*\ 

\  ) 

/  *\ 
V  ^ 

j 

Monroe 

9 

7 

1  9 

2.1 

2.1 

Montour 

.1 

.  1 

A 

.4 

9 

c 

-D 

7 

Northumberland 

(.J 

\  ) 

7 

9 

q 

.17 

.9 

Perry 

(  ) 

.b 

.b 

A 

.4 

^  8 

o.o 

9  q 

7  1 

77 

Pl'L-Q 

1 

.4 

7 

1  9 

X  .X. 

1.2 

rotier 

1 

.  1 

c 

.D 

14  9 

14.9 

14.9 

oLnuyiKin 

4 

.3 

4  2 

3  9 

8  4 

8^8 

Snyder 

.4 

A 

.1 

'.7 

.6 

1.4 

1.8 

Somerset 

.1 

1.1 

1.2 

3.5 

6.2 

6.8 

16.5 

17.7 

Sullivan 

4.8 

7.5 

20.0 

32.3 

32.3 

Susquehanna 

6.9 

29.0 

49.5 

85.4 

85.4 

Tioga 

1.8 

3.3 

5.1 

10.2 

10.2 

Union 

.1 

.1 

1.4 

.3 

1.7 

1.8 

Venango 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

40.1 

40.1 

40.2 

Warren 

4.6 

40.7 

45.3 

45.3 

Wayne 

1.7 

6.0 

15.1 

22.8 

22.8 

Wyoming 

1.3 

4.7 

8.3 

14.3 

14.3 

York 

"  1.7 

1.7 

2.7 

1.3 

4.0 

5.7 

Total  0.1  3.0  28.0  31.1  69.0        262.2  607.2  938.4  969.5 


*  Less  than  50  cords. 

1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
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Table  15. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  New  Jersey,  by  state  and  county  and 

species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood 


Hardwood 


County1 


Spruce  Hemlock 
and  and 
fir  tamarack 


Pine 


Total 


Aspen  and  Oak 
yellow-  and 
poplar  hickory 


Other 
hardwoods 


Total 


Kent 

New  Castle 
Sussex 

Total 


0.3 

(*) 
33.6 


DELAWARE 

0.3 

(*) 
33.6 


0.3 
2.5 


33.9 


33.9 


2.8 


0.1 

3.2 


3.3 


0.4 
5.7 


6.1 


0.7 
(*) 
39.3 


40.0 


Allegany 

Anne  Arundel 

Baltimore 

Calvert 

Caroline 

Carroll 

Cecil 

Charles 

Dorchester 

Frederick 

Garrett 

Harford 

Howard 

Montgomery 

Prince  Georges 

Queen  Annes 

St.  Marys 

Somerset 

Talbot 

Washington 

Wicomico 

Worcester 

Total 


0.1 


(*) 


2.8 
3.3 
1.6 
4.0 
3.1 
1.6 

5.2 
4.8 

1.2 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
.3 
(*) 
4.9 
16.7 
.1 
.5 
31.2 
24.2 


MARYLAND 

2.9 
3.3 
1.6 
4.0 
3.1 
1.6 


0.3 


5.2 
4.8 

1.2 
(*) 
(*) 
(*) 
.3 
(*) 
4.9 
16.7 
.1 
.5 
31.2 
24.2 


.3 

(*) 


30.7 
(*) 
.2 
(*) 
.2 
.2 
(*) 
.7 
.1 
.7 
30.7 
.1 


(*) 


1.3 
(*) 
.1 


0.1 


105.5 


105.6 


0.6 


65.6 


0.8 


.1 
.1 

.4 
.4 
.4 
.6 
(*) 


(*) 


3.8 


31.8 
(*) 

.2 
(*) 

.3 

.3 
(*) 
1.1 

.5 
1.1 
31.6 

.1 


2.0 
.3 
.1 


70.0 


34.7 
3.3 
1.8 
4.0 
3.4 
1.9 
(*) 
6.3 
5.3 
1.1 

32.8 
.1 
(*) 
(*) 
.9 
(*) 
4.9 

16.7 
.1 
2.5 

31.5 

24.3 


175.6 


Atlantic 

Burlington 

Camden 

Cumberland 

Ocean 

Total 


6.2 
12.2 
2.8 
.7 
3.7 


NEW  JERSEY 

6.2 
12.2 
2.8 
.7 
3.7 


(*) 


—  25.6 


25.6 


(*) 


1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
(*)  Less  than  50  cords. 


0.5 
.4 


1.0 


0.5 
.4 


1.0 


6.7 
12.6 
2.8 
.8 
3.7 


26.6 
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Table  16. — Pulpwood  production  from  roundwood  in  West  Virginia,  by  county  and  species  group,  1973 

[In  thousands  of  rough  cords] 


Softwood  Hardwood 


opruce 

Hemlock 

A.spen  and 

V  >  ti  A 

Other 
hardwoods 

All 

species 

and 
nr 

and 
tamarack 

rine 

lotai 

yellow- 
poplar 

and 
hickory 

i  oiai 

Berkeley 

(*) 

3.5 

3.5 

/*\ 

1.6 

0.8 

2.4 

5.9 

i  Braxton 

0  2 

.2 

.2 

.6 

.6 

1  Cabell 

(*) 

.3 

.3 

(*) 

.1 

(*) 

.1 

.4 

1 J  Calhoun 

(*) 

.2 

.2 

(*) 

.2 

(*) 

.2 

.4 

Doddridge 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

.1 

.3 

(*) 

.4 

.5 

til  Fayette 

(*) 

(*) 

.6 

1.3 

1.6 

3.5 

3.5 

vi  lain 

0.6 

0.3 

1.7 

2.6 

2.2 

11.3 

.9 

14.4 

17.0 

("i  f-p  p  r»  V)  r  i  p  r 

1 ,  VJlCvllL/l  1C1 

.1 

1.2 

7.7 

9.0 

.7 

1.7 

2.0 

4.4 

13.4 

1  Hampshire 

.9 

10.3 

11.2 

2.3 

12  3 

.9 

15.5 

26.7 

Hardy 

.2 

1.8 

2.0 

1.1 

5.7 

.4 

7.2 

9.2 

i  Harrison 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

ill  Jackson 

.3 

2.9 

3.2 

.4 

1.9 

.1 

2.4 

5.6 

\A  z\  cnn 

.2 

1.6 

1.8 

.2 

.6 

.2 

1.0 

2.8 

B  Mercer 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

X,  IVllllCXdl 

.3 

2.9 

3.2 

2.1 

11.1 

.8 

14.0 

17.2 

TVTnnrne 

Jf,  lllUlllUC 

.9 

5.9 

6.8 

10  3 

25  0 

28.9 

64.2 

71.0 

)  Morgan 

.4 

10.4 

10.8 

.7 

6.2 

1.5 

8.4 

19.2 

1  Nicholas 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

't  Ohio 

(*) 

(*) 



(*) 

M  Pendleton 

(*) 

.4 

.4 

1.0 

3.9 

1.7 

6.6 

7.0 

PI  £»n  ntc 

V  / 

.1 

1 

(*) 

V  / 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

i  Pocahontas 

.6 

.7 

4.7 

6.0 

3.8 

10.7 

9.4 

23.9 

29.9 

1  Preston 

— 

.1 

.7 

.1 

.9 

.9 

1  Putnam 

2 

1  7 

1  Q 

J.a«7 

l 

7 

t*\ 
\  I 

g 

2  7 

i  Randolph 

(*) 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

'.2 

.9 

.1 

L2 

1.3 

1  Ritchie 

.3 

2.5 

2.8 

.3 

1.4 

.1 

1.8 

4.6 

I  Summers 

.2 

.9 

1.1 

.3 

.8 

.9 

2.0 

3.1 

Taylor 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

Tucker 

(*) 

.2 

.2 

.2 

1.0 

.1 

1.3 

1.5 

Tyler 

(*) 

.1 

.1 

(*) 

.1 

(*) 

.1 

.2 

Wayne 

(*) 

(*) 

(*) 

.2  ' 

.8 

.5 

1.5 

1.5 

Wirt 

.1 

5.4 

5.5 

.5 

2.7 

.2 

3.4 

8.9 

i  Wood 

(*) 

1.3 

1.3 

.2 

1.4 

.2 

1.8 

3.1 

J 1  Total 

1.3 

6.2 

66.7 

74.2 

27.8 

104.6 

51.6 

184.0 

258.2 

*  Less  than  50  cords. 

1  Counties  with  no  production  are  omitted. 
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